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System Continuum 



DEMOGRAPHICS 
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Age at Admission during FY 2012 by Program Area
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Gender of Admissions during FY 2012 by Program Area
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Race-Ethnicity of Admissions during FY 2012 by Program Area
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Delinquency History at the Time of FY 2012 Admission by Program Area
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Prior Placements at the Time of FY 2012 Admission by Program Area

PERCENT OF ADMISSIONS
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Average Length of Stay (days) during FY 2012 by Program Area 
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DETENTION 
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Admission Reasons for Detention during FY 2012 
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Locations of Utah’s Detention Facilities and Average Lengths of Stay (days) 



O&A 
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Locations of Utah’s O&A Facilities and Average Lengths of Stay (days) 



SECURE CARE 
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FREEDOM FROM 

NEW CHARGES 
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Freedom from New Fel-Mis Charges while in O&A by Quarter 
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Freedom from New Fel-Mis Charges within 90 days after leaving O&A  by Quarter 
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Freedom from New Fel-Mis Charges while in Secure Care by Quarter 
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Freedom from New Fel-Mis Charges within 360 days after leaving Secure Care 
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Case A 

Case B 

Youth Parole Authority – Guideline Matrix 

CASE A.pdf
CASE B.pdf

